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REMARKS 

The Office Action dated January 16, 2009 has been received and carefully 
noted. The above amendments and the following remarks are being submitted 
as a full and complete response thereto. 

Claims 1-4, 7-17, 37-39, 41, 43-48, 54 and 55 have been rejected. Claims 
1, 37, and 54 have been amended, and claims 7 and 13 have been canceled. 
Thus, claims 1-4, 8-13, 14-17, 37-39, 41, 43-48, 54 and 55 are pending in this 
application. Support for the amendments may be found in the specification as 
originally filed. In particular, support for the amendments to claims 1, 37, and 54 
may be found in the specification at least at paragraphs [0036] and [0038]-[0040]. 
Applicants submit that no new matter is added. Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of all rejections. 



Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 1, 4, 7-9, 11, 37 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rosano, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 3,780,857, 
hereinafter "Rosano") in view of Davis et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,440,375, 
hereinafter "Davis"). Claims 2-3, 10, 12-13, 38-39 and 46-48 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Rosano in view of Davis as 
applied to claims 1 and 37 above, and further in view of Bourne et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,688,476, hereinafter "Bourne"). Claims 14-15, 17, 41, 43-45 and 55 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosano in view 
of Davis as applied to claims 1, 37 and 54 above, and further in view of 
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Thukamoto et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,206,844, hereinafter "Thukamoto"). Claim 
16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosano and 
Davis in view of Thukamoto as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of 
Romito et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,382,063, hereinafter "Romito"). Applicants 
respectfully traverse these rejections. 

Applicants submit that the proposed combination of references fails to 
teach or suggest a combination of a sterilization wrap for wrapping an article to 
be sterilized and the article to be sterilized, comprising at least a first sheet of 
sterilization material and a sheet of absorbent material bonded or attached to 
said first sheet of sterilization material wherein the sheet of absorbent material is 
thicker and/or heavier than the first sheet of sterilization material, the sheet of 
absorbent material provides more moisture absorption than the first sheet of 
sterilization material, and the sheet of absorbent material has a different color 
from the first sheet of sterilization material, as recited in independent claims 1, 37 
and 54, as amended. Further, the proposed combination of references fails to 
teach or suggest that the sheet of absorbent material has a smaller perimeter 
than the first sheet of sterilization material, as recited in claims 1 and 54 or that 
the perimeter of the additional sheet is at least 25% smaller than the perimeter of 
the first sheet of sterilization material, as recited in claim 37. 

For at least the above reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 
1 4, 7-9, 1 1 , 37 and 54 are not obvious over the proposed combination of 
Rosano and Davis, claims 2-3, 10, 12-13, 38-39 and 46-48 are not obvious over 
the proposed combination of Rosano, Davis and Bourne, claims 14-15, 17, 41, 
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43-45 and 55 are not obvious over the proposed combination of Rosano, Davis 

and Thukamoto, and claim 16 is not obvious over the proposed combination of 

Rosano, Davis, Thukamoto and Romito. Thus, Applicants respectfully request 

reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of these rejections. 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicants respectfully submit that this application is in condition for 
allowance and such action is earnestly solicited. If the Examiner believes that 
anything further is desirable in order to place this application in even better 
condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' 
undersigned representative at the telephone number listed below to schedule a 
personal or telephone interview to discuss any remaining issues. 

In the event that this paper is not being timely filed, Applicants respectfully 
petition for an appropriate extension of time. Any fees for such an extension, 
together with any additional fees that may be due with respect to this paper, may be 
charged to Counsel's Deposit Account Number 01-2300, referencing Docket 
Number 029714-00031. 



Customer Number 79439 
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Respectfully submitted, 




Sushupta T. Sudarshan 
Registration Number 60,021 
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